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Additional Submittal from Commentor 0004, Bill Powers

Understanding Air Pollution and
Health in the Binational Airshed of
the Imperial and Mexicali Valleys

Comprension de la Contaminacion
del Aire y la Salud en

la Cuenca Binacional Atmosférica de
los Valles de Imperial y de Mexicali

Revised - Version actualizada

Document 0005

Russall, Ellen

From: Bamehriap)aol com

Sent:  Saturday, July 31, 2004 12:01 PM

To: Russall, Ellen

Ce: fanwafs.com

Subject: Commant on Sampra Enargy and Intergen

Ellost Rugsall

NEPA Documani Manager
Office of Fossil Enargy (FE-27)
U.5. Department of Energy

1000 Indepandance Avanue, SW.
Washington, DC 20585-0350

Dear Ellen Russell,

| isarmad about U.S. power piant developars fatfempting fo inke advanfage of less stringant environmantal
standards in Maxico during the NEPA progess. 1 Ia vary impartant the full NEPA process nof bo averted,
shortenad or avoided, Thal is your maponsibility ag a govammant worker and & US cilizen

The current NEPA regulation requires thal Sempra Energy and Intergen mitigate the impacis of their power
plants befora being granted presidential parmits, and that DOE condition any parmils on mitigation,

That process mus! take info account the emission offsets for nitrogen oxide (NOx) and particulate emizsions
from Intargen’s La Rosita Powar Complex and Sempra's Termoslectrica de Mexicall

Tha draft E Impact Statement (EIS) prepared by the DOE for these fwo power plants clearly
identifios significant alr and water impacts, while af the same lime concludag that thase prablams do nal raach
a sufficient fevel of significance o require mitigation

| will b looking for your decigion on (his malter and your msponse

Sincoroly
Chrigling Powall
PO Box 1583

Ei Granada, California 94018

R/16/2004
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Document 0006

PLANNIN

JUILBING

DEPARTMENT

IMPERIAL COUNTY

PLANNING / BUILDING INSPECTION | PLANNING COMMISSION | ALUC
JURGH HEUREAGLR, NCP CEF ]
PLANNING/ILILDING DRECTOR

June 10, 2004

Ellen Russell

NEPA Document Manager

Office of Fossil Energy, FE-27
U.5. Department of Energy

1000 Indepandence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, DC 20585-0301

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Imperial-Mexicali
230-kV Transmission Lines (Department of Energy/EIS-0365)

Dear Ms. Russall

The County of Imperial, Planning/Buiiding Department, received the May 5, 2004,
Draft Envirenmental Impact Statement on May 13, 2004, for review and comment.
There are two public hearings that the Department of Energy will convene that are
scheduled to be held in Imperial County, in July 2004, in the cities of EI Centro and

Calexico

The U.5. Depariment of Energy's (DOE) Federal action is to issue Presidential
parmits to either Sempra Energy Resources (Sempra) or Baja California Power, Inc.
(Intergen), or to both, for the construction, operation, maintenance, and connection
of two double-circuit, 230,000-volt (230-kV) electric transmission lines crossing the
U.5. international border and connect to separate natural gas-fired power plants that

have been constructed in Maxico

The submitted Draft EIS by the DOE and the Department of Interior, Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) has been prepared under tha National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) *...gs if the transmission lines had never been built..."

I30 MAIN STHREET. SUITE B-1, EL CENTRO, CA 02243 - 2058

F-MAIL - planningimperinieounty nel

planBagimparaicounty nel

(7680) 4R2.4236  FAX (780) 353-8338

AN FGUAL DFPEN TUMITY A VTR

Zllen Russell
Draft EIS Response
Page 2 of 5

Background:

The initial meeting of federal, state, proponents, consultants and County staff was
held on June 5, 2000, to discuss the construction of a natural gas pipeline through
Imperial County. From the very beginning of the proposed natural gas pipeline
project by the North Baja Pipeline, LLC, commencing in 2000, the County was
informed that the federal government, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) was going to be the NEPA “Lead Agency” and that the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) “Lead Agency” was going to be the State Lands
Commission.

From the initial meetings on the proposed natural gas pipeline, the County viewed
the proposed pipeline, power plant construction, and transmission lines into the
United States as an attempt to circumvent the need for an EPA-based
environmental analysis.

The County’'s immediate response to the notice of the proposed natural gas pipeline
through the County into Mexico and the preparation of an environmental document
was to inform David P. Boergers, Secretary of the FERC, on February 7, 2001, by
Certified Mail that “... he local lan: nvi | ncy havi
bzl ioht for . =i - e

im i ny federal a nvironmental document that is d (i.e.
a_joint Environmental Impact Statement/Report (EIS/EIR) be coordinated through
the Planni ildin n rial s

Also, the above 2001 letter stated that *... The propos roject is initially design
to carry 500 million cubic feet per day of natural gas. As designed, the new pipeline

ce air emissions 3aja California a exicali ently adversely impac
Imperial County, any new power plant emissions should be comprehensively
addressed and mitigation measures in joint EIS/EIR..." As was pointed
out above, the likelihood of substantial and irreparable environmental harm was
pointed out to the proponents of the natural gas pipeline from the beginning.

Thus, from 2001 and the initial stages of the development of the (1) natural gas
pipeline, (2) the natural gas-fired power plants, and (3) the 230-kV transmission
lines from Mexico to the Imperial Valley Substation, the County has consistently and
comprehensively in numerous written comments on the NEPA documents
addressed the potential for air quality, water quality and human health impacts of
these projects. The above three actions are considered by the County as inter-
linked and as three links within a causal chain of events.

In December 2001, the DOE and BLM after preparing @ "Envirenmental Assessment
(EA)", each agency issued a “Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)" for the
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Ellen Russell
Draft EIS Response
Page 3of 5

Presidential Permits and the BLM rights-of-way for the 230-kV electric transmission
lines.

However, since 2001, the subsequent federal documents prepared did not tie the
above three federal actions together and thus “piece-mealed” the project into three
separate individual segments or parts.

Once again, the current Draft EIS being prepared attempts to short circuit the
environmental impact review process in only reviewing the two existing natural gas
plants. For example, in both the Draft EIS "Summary” and also in Appendix H,
“Health Risk Assessment for Air Toxics”, the Draft EIS document only addresses

“...all plants operating...” (See page S-43, second paragraph).

The natural gas pipeline that was planned and constructed was to supply natural
gas to not only the identified power plants in the Draft EIS, but also cumulatively to
supply “.. future numerous identified power plants. expansion of farming west of
Memcail new economic development projects, and new businesses that would be
generated from these new sources of electrical energy...” (please reference the
County's previous correspondence in November 2003 and the attachments thereto).

Suffice it to say that the Draft EIS to be prepared for only the above two natural gas-
fired power plants, i.e. Intergen and SEMPRA, is contrary to the "public interest”
and, as stated in previous correspondence, the “Presidential Permit” should not
have been granted without the appropriate mitigation measures needing to be
imposed on “plants operating” as well as on future upgraded or new power plants in
Mexicali, industrial/economic development projects, and the agricultural expansions
west of Mexicali

Since 2000, the County has consistently informed the federal government agencies,
the State Lands Commission, and its environmental contractors that the project and
its environmental impacts should be reviewed in its “entirety” and should be
addressed upfront outlining all of the potential air quality, water quality impacts to
the Salton Sea, and the human health impacts and the appropriate mitigation
measures prior to the construction of the natural gas pipeline through Imperial
County.

0006-1
(cont.)

Ellen Russell
Draft EIS Response
Pagedof 5

It is the County's position that “but for” the construction of the natural gas pipeline
through Imperial County into Mexico, there may not have been natural-gas powered
plants, upgraded power plants, future industrial/economic development projects and
no need for the 230-kV transmission lines crossing the international border into the
Imperial Valley Substation.

As you may be aware, the County of Imperial is classified as a nonattainment area
for federal PM 10, and the City of Calexico classified as a nonattainment area for
PM 10, ozone, and CO at this time. In the future, Imperial County may also be
designated as nonattainment for PM 2.5. The U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) reviewed an air quality study prepared by the Imperial County Air
Pollution Control District (APCD) stating essentially that the County would have
attained a “moderate” PM 10 classification were it not for the harmful air pollution
emissions from Mexicali.

After review, the County also feels that the Draft EIS and Health Risk Assessment
submitted by the U.S. DOE and BLM on the 230-kV transmission lines do not
provide the necessary mitigation to resolve the existing/future air impacts on local
residents, the water impacts on the Salton Sea and human health impacts and is
inadequate due to the continued lack of appropriate environmental mitigation.

It is unfortunate that the original natural gas pipeline environmental review and
subsequent federal NEPA documents did not have the same point of reference, i.e.
“...as if the natural gas pipeline had never n built..."

As stated in the November 20, 2003, public hearing on the proposed prcjects L
hermal resource ite

Im: na n wehaveal.a € C

of juci r._| think thi hnuk:l betaken |nio constdara iof

consider these types of projects...”

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft EIS prepared by DOE and BLM.
There are identified proposals for mitigation of air emissions in Imperial County and
Mexico on pages 4-58 and 4-59. However, there is no “program” provided in the
Draft EIS document as to who will pay and maintain the proposed mitigation
measures.

There is no identification of when such mitigation activities would occur and who
would be the responsible agency that would implement these mitigation measures.
Without specificity in the Final EIS, the proposals put forth are merely possibilities
and not actual, verifiable and enforceable mitigation measures.

0006-1
(cont.)
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Ellen Russell
T oes Document 0007
Page 5of 5
Q-\N' CC‘
We look forward to reviewing the Final EIS and if it does not provide the necessary g Qf“ 7 i'.'x i
mitigation measures that comprehensively mitigates all of the identified risks, the 0006-4 LN EA W31 3050 = : = FAX: TR0 W1h
County reserves the right to review other options necessary to insure that the above (cont.) AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
adverse environmental and health care concems are resolved. : r'_l_i A&
(/FOP-‘\

If you have any questions, please contact me at (760) 482-4236, extension 4310.
July 1, 2004

Sincerely,
Ms, Ellen Russell

\ c‘z/ LS. Department of Energy
JURG H eEEGEW TCEP Office of Fossil Energy (FE-27)
Planning Directo { 1000 Independence Avenue, S W
- Washington, D.C, 20585-0301

RE:  Drafi Environmental Impact Statement for the Impenal-Mexicali 230-kV
Transmission Lines (DOE/EIS-0365)

Ralph Cordova, County Counsel Dear Ms. Russell:

o Jnng. FHOR N D L erdhins The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) received a copy of the
Fred Nigpins, Interim Fire/OES Chief May 5, 2004, Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Imperial-Mexicali 230-kV
ﬂﬁ‘f_‘.’.."..n_ BOWE) Cantro Field Offce Transmission Lines (Department of Energy/EIS-0365) on May 13, 2004, It is the
?‘?Fuﬁ“““"m b ICAPCD's understanding that an extension of the onginal commenting deadline has

been granted at the request of Border Power and that the two public hearings scheduled
to be held in Impenal County on June 17, 2004, will now take place on July 14, 2004

According to the DEIS, The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) and Bureau of Land

JHIDGRCIIMIGA/CA/G P ants&T Lines Management (BLM) are proposing the action of granting the Presidential permits and
Right of Ways (ROW) to both Sempra Energy Resources (Sempra) and Baja California
Power, Inc. (Intergen) as their projects are presently designed.

The ICAPCD favors a modified #4 altemative thai was analyzed - “Mitgation
Measures: Grant one or both permits and corresponding ROWSs to authorize
transmission lines whose developers would employ off-site mitigation measures io
minimize environmental impacts in the United States"(pg. 5-9). The ICAPCD feels 0007-1
that there shoiild be mitigation measures implemented to offsel the mereased emissions
and that these measures should be memonalized i the Presidential permits, however,
the ICAPCD believes one step further should be taken to ensure the off-siie mitigation

Page 1 of 9
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measures take place in Impenal County

As you know since 2000, the ICAPCD along with EPA, CARB, and several concerned
Imperial County cities and community representative groups have been assessing,
reviewing, and commenting on the proposed presidential permits and the potential
adverse impacts the two projects will have on the residents of Imperial County and
Mexicali,

The ICAPCD still feels very strongly that the operation of the two power plants and
their associated transmission lines will have an adverse impact on the air quality for the
Imperial/Mexicali Valley region. The following are several concerns that we continue
1o have and believe should thoroughly be addressed in the Final EIS:

Section 3.3.2, Air Quality (page 3-49), presents a broad scenario of the air
quality in Imperial County and Mexicali Valleys for the principal air pollutants
that are monitored in both valleys: Carbon Monoxide, Nitrogen Dioxide, Ozone,
Sulfiir Dioxide and PM10. This docuiment evaluation approach assesses the air
quality in both valleys based on the annual arithmetical mean for each of these
pollutant

ICAPCD believes that an evaluation of the regional air quality based on the
annual anthmetical means as presented in this document, 15 clearly an attempt
to diminish the magmtude of the air quality problem in the Impenal and Mexicali
Valleys, The ICAPCD is adamant about the fact that the public should be
presented with reliable and clear air monitoring data in order to make an
accurate judgement of the magnitude of the existing air quality problem on the
area in which these power planis are locaied, as well as the area of impact, in
this case Imperial County,

The NAAQS establishes the conceniration above which the polluianis is known
to cause adverse health effects to sensitive groups within the population, such
as children and the elderly. An evaluation of the status of the air quality on a
region should include an analysis of compliance with the NAAQS for each
pollutant that 15 being evaluated.

Page 2 of 9

0007-1
(cont.)

0007-2

2)

According to the air monitoring data for Imperial County, the 24-hr NAAQS for
PM10 was violated 12 days in 1997, 12 days in 1998, 32 days in 1999, 38 days
in 2000 and 18 days in 2001. In addition, the 1-hr ozone NAAQS was violated
10 days in 1997, 5 days in 1998, 24 days in 1999 and 5 days in 2000,

In comparison, the air monitoring data for Mexicali shows that the 24-hr
NAAQS for PM10 was violated 162 days in 1997, 168 days in 1998, 222 days
in 1999, 324 days in 2000, 264 days in 2001 and 228 days in 2002, The I-hr
ozone NAAQS for ozone was violated 16 days in 1997, 14 days in 1998, 19
days in 1999 and 7 days in 2000. In addition, the 1-hr NAAQS for CO was
violated 5 days in 1997, 11 days in 1998, 4 days in 1999 and 3 days in 2000,

As you can clearly see by the number of standard exceedances mentioned above,
the air quality in the Imperial County and Mexicali has been and continues to be
deteriorated.  The high levels of PM10 and CO in Mexicali has been
categonized as critical by the Mexican authorities. Imperial County is a
designated non-attainment area for PM10, Ozone, and CO for the City of
Calexico, located on the border with Mexicali. Likewise, Mexicali is a non-
attainment area for PM10, Ozone and CO. It should be pointed out that
Mexicali is in violation of the 1.5, ambient air quality standards and also the
Mexican air quality standards which are similar to the U.S..

The ICAPCD suggests that the final document include a comprehensive
evaluation of the air quality in Imperial County and Mexicali Vallevs addressing
all air monitoring data used to evaluate the compliance status of both areas with
the NAAQS.

Section 4.3.4.4.2, Ozone Formation (page 4-50), Due to the fact background
data on VOC levels is needed to model Ozone (O3) formation, DOE developed
an alternative approach to help characterize ozone formation in this region. DOE
analyzed 5 years of O3 and NO2 monitoring data and concluded that high O3
levels mainly occurred at lower NO2 levels and that in fact, these plots indicate
a condition in which introducing more NOz reduces O3 formation. These
conclusions characterized the Imperial County-Mexicali area to be VOC-
limited, in which by introducing more NO2 there would be no increase in O3,
when in fact, the reverse could hold true,

Page 3 of 9

0007-2
(cont.)
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The ICAPCD is dumbfounded with these conclusions and can only hope that
vou do not mean that by sef installing SCR to control nitrogen oxides at the
turbines, it could in fact resolve the O3 problem in the Mexicali and Imperial
Valley area,

The 2003 emission inventory for Imperial County shows emissions of 12,940
tons per year of nitrogen oxides and 52,720 tons/vear of VOC. As for Mexicali,
the 1996 emission inventory shows emissions of 20,302 tons of nitrogen oxides
and 56,552 tons/year of VOC. This data shows that the level of emissions for
VOC is approximately three times higher than the level of emissions for nitrogen
oxides. These figures show that the mechanism of O formation in the Imperial
County-Mexicali area can not be charactenzed to be VOC-hmited. ICAPCD
suggests that section 43442 Ozone Formation, should be modified
accordingly

Section 4.3.4.4 2, Impacts Compared to EPA Significant Levels (page 4-52),
evaluates the impact in Imperial County for the NO2, 502, CO, and PM10
emissions produced by the power plants based on the EPA Significant Levels
(SLs) of 40 CFR 51.165(b)(2). This document concluded that the maximum
increase in ambient concentration of air pollutants in Imperial County associated
with emissions from the power plants are below the SLs established by the EPA;
therefore, the impact on air quality from the generating facilities in Mexicali
would be minimal.

By using 40 CFR 51.165(b)(2) to determine impact of the power plant, DOE
assumed that Mexicali is a hypothetical attainment area. ICAPCD wants to
stress with emphasis that the EPA Significant Levels of 40 CFR 51.165(b)(2) is
not applicable to new sources in a non-attainment area (Mexicali) that are
impacting an adjacent non-attainment area (Impenial County), The next
paragraph of 40 CFR 51.165(b)(4) states: “The requirements of paragraph
51165 (b) of this section shall not apply to a major stationary source or major
madification with respect to a particular pollutant if the owner or operator
demonstrates that, as to that pollutant, the source or modification is located
in an area designated as non-attainment pursuant to section 107 of the Act.”

Page 4 of 9

0007-3
(cont.)
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As presented above, monitoring data has shown that concentrations of PM10,
CO, and Ozone have exceeded the U.S, and Mexican Ambient Air Quality
Standards many times in Mexicali and the surrounding area.  Therefore, the
application of the Significant Levels of 40 CFR 51.165(b)2) is totally
inappropnate because it does not accurately reflect the reality of the air quality
in Mexicali and Imperial County, which is already very deteriorated. The
ICAPCD feels that due to the proximity of these projects to the international
border and the populated cities in Impenial County and Mexical, the additional
emissions associated with the two projects will adversely impact the region’s air
quality, exacerbate exceedances of emission standards in both the U.S. and
Mexico, and will impact the health of the population in the region.

Due to the fact that Mexicali power plants are located in a non-attainment area
(Mexicali) and that their emissions will impact an adjacent non-attainment area
(Imperial County), the ICAPCD feels that the correct approach for evaluating the
emission impacts should be through the Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 173, This
section identifies the requirements for new and modified sources located in non-
attainment arens. Section 173 (c)(1) requires that any new or modified source of
emissions located in a non-attainment area to offset their emissions for which
that area 18 non-attainment.

The ICAPCD would like to stress again that we believe that there should be
mitigation measures implemented to offset the increased emissions and that these
measures should be memorialized in the Presidential permits, however, the
ICAPCD would like DOE/BLM to ensure the off-sife mitigation measures take
place in Imperial County.

Giiven the fact that DOE has chosen to apply CAA requirements to evaluate the
impaets from the Mexicali plants on Imperial County, the DOE must rigorously
follow the requirements in the CAA and not simply choose requirements that
they feel will achieve the end result that DOE is apparently looking for - No
Sigmficant Impact.

The air quality data summary for Mexicali’s Ozone, PM10, and CO exceedances
provided in this comment letter (item 1) gives a much more comprehensive
understanding of the high rate of NAAQS exceedances in Mexicali. The
NAAQS are health based standards. The ICAPCD feels that use of the

Page 5 of 9
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5)

international border as a shield to avoid implementing mitigation measures,
specifically offsets, that would adequately protect U.S. and Mexican citizens
being exposed to air emissions from the power plants is contrary to what the
NEPA process was established to accomplish. By failing to include offset
measures for the emissions from the power plants will exacerbate the poor air
quality in the region and cause additional adverse health impacts to the residents
of lmpenal / Mexicali Valleys,

As noted in the July 3, 2003 Court Order (Draft EIS, pg. A-70), “...as a matter
of common sense, it 15 clear that discharges of pollutants that actually, if not
legally, cause violations of the NAAQS, or make existing violations worse, have
the potential for adversely affecting health.” This observation is in response to
the fact that even a 3ug/m3 increase in the 24-hour PM10 concentration would
have caused two particulate monitoring stations in Calexico to exceed the 150
PM10 NAAQS eight times between 1994 and 2002 (Draft EIS, pg. A-69).

Section 4.3.4 4.2, Impacis Compared to EPA Significant Levels (page 4-53),
DOE states: “The finding that the impact levels at the U.S. receptor points would
be small and below SLs is consistent with the influence of general surface
winds”. However, the ICAPCD believes this is totally inaccurate.

The California Air Resources Board (CARB), the authority on air issues in
California, evaluated the impact of transport of ozone within the different air
basing in California. CARB publishes triennial reports entitled: “ Assessment
of the Impacts of Transported Pollutants on Ozone Concentrations in
California.” In these reports, CARB has classified transport of ozone from
Mexicali to Salton Sea Air Basin, which Imperial County is located in, as
overwhelming. CARB’s report illustrates that transport of ozone from Mexicali
caused violations of the state ozone standard (0.09 ppm) all the way to the north
side of the Salton Sea Air Basin, in Palm Springs and Indio. This report shows,
for the episodes analyzed, that none of the violations of the state standard in
Imperial County were caused entirely by local emissions without regard to
transport from Mexicali,

In July 2001, the ICAPCD submitied a PM10 attainment demonstration plan to
CARB and EPA that clearly shows that Imperial County’s PM10 exceedances
would not have occurred “but-for” contributions from Mexicali. On August 10,

Page 6 of 9
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2001, EPA found under Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 179B that the PM10
attainment demonstration submitted by the ICAPCD adequately established that
PM10 exceedances would not have occurred but for emissions from Mexico.
On October 19, 2001, EPA issued its final rule finding that the record adequately
demonstrated that, but for emissions from Mexico, Imperial County would have
timely attained the PM 10 NAAQS (Federal Register: Volume 66, Number 203,
Pages 53106-53112).

The information discussed and cited above clearly indicates that Imperial County
is impacted by transport of emissions from Mexicali. The ICAPCD suggests
that DOE include a comprehensive analysis of Ozone and PM10 transport from
Mexicali to Impenal County based on existing validated reports from authorities
in this subject, such as the California Air Resources Board and U.S. EPA.

Section 6.4, Air Quality (page 6-2), states that the Mexico power plants’ stack
emissions would include NOX, CO, CO2, NH3, and PM10. While it is likely
that O3 would be secondarily produced due to the operation of the two power
plants, the amount expected to reach the maximum U.S. receptor point is so
small it would be indistinguishable from ambient background levels. PM10 and
other criteria pollutants are expected to be below EPA significant levels in the
United States.

ICAPCD t1otally disagrees with these statements. It is estimated that the La
Rosita Power Complex and Sempra Energy Resources turbines (six total) will
produce 2,328 tons per year of nitrogen oxide, 3,089 tons of carbon monoxide,
and 1,210 tons per year PM10. According to the estimates presented in the
DEIS, the nitrogen dioxide emissions will be reduced to 608 tons per year (for
all six units) in March 2005 when selective catalytic reduction technology would
be utilized for all the La Rosita Complex turbines. Each air shed has a limited
capacity for absorbing pollutants before the air quality degrades to unacceptable
levels. The air emissions from the Mexicali power plants is way above the limits
that non-attainment areas such as Mexicali and Imperial County could absorb.

Imperial County is a non-attainment area for PM10 and ozone, of which nitrogen
oxide is a precursor pollutant, and concentrations of PM10 and Ozone in
Mexicali have exceeded the U.S. and Mexican standards many times. Contrary
to all the statements in this DEIS, the ICAPCD feels that these emissions would
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have a sigmficant adverse impact on the ar quality for the Impenal
County/Mexicali air shed, ifunmitigated, due to the fact that these emissions will
exacerbate the non-attainment ozone and PMI0 status of the Impernal
County/Mexicali border region. Additionally, due to the proximity of these
power plants to the border, the carbon monoxide (CO) emissions from these
power plants will have an adverse impact on the non-attainment status for
Calexico if these emissions are not mitigated. The District requests to
incorporate into this document measures for full mitigation of all emissions.

In Conclusion, the ICAPCD is eager to review a Final EIS that wall fully address all of
our concerns as discussed above. For the health of the residents of Imperial/Mexicali
Valleys and for the continued efforts to improve air quality in Imperial County, the
ICAPCD continues to insist that full mitigation of the impacts of these projects be fully
mitigated. The ICAPCD also feels it is necessary to include in the Presidential Permits
provisions for monitoring, record keeping, and enforcement provisions based on our
expenience with Intergen’s failure to install SCR on one of the two turbines and the fact
that Mexicali authorities were apparently unaware that Intergen even had an obligation
to nstall and operate SCR on the unit. The permit condition must clearly state that
monitoring data must be routinely provided to the ICAPCD . Once again, for issuance
of the Presidential permits, the ICAPCD urges the DOE/BLM to implement a version
of Alternative #4 that would require full mitigation of emissions and offset of emissions
that have already occurred. The ICAPCD insists thai these mitigation measures be
taken in Imperial County to ensure that the reductions are real, enforceable, and
quantifiable,

If you have any questions, please contact me at (760) 482-4606,

Air Pollution Control Officer

ce: Congressman Bob Filner
Congressman Duncan Hunter
Senator Dianne Feinstein
Senator Barbara Boxer
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Impenial County Board of Supervisors

Robertta Burns, CEO, Impenal County

Ralph Cordova, County Counsel

Jurg Heuberger, Planning Director

Deborah Jordan, Air Director, Region 1X EPA
Catherine Witherspoon, Executive Director, CARB
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